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ON THE 
HisrTory of the TEST. 


N ſome late Writings on the Side of the 
Diſſenters, mention has been made, of 
Alderman Love's Declaration, while the 
Teſt Act was under Conſideration, in the 
Houſe of Commons, that ſpeaking of his Friends 
the Diſſenters, though he was aware they 
muſt be included in it, he added, for them, 
he would not oppoſe fo neceſſary an Act, a- 


"me Popery, bat that when it was paſſed, 
ome Regard, if the Houle pleaſed, might be 


had to Proteſtant Diſſenters. : 

The Writings on the Side of the Diſſenters 
have made uſe of this part of the Hiſtory of 
the Teſt Act, to ſhew that they little deſerye 
the Reproach and Incapacities it lays them 
under, when it was not intended at the firſt 
againſt them, when it was gain'd by their 
Aſſiſtance, and allowed at that Time ſuch an 
Obligation on the Members of the eſtabliſhed 
Church, that they profeſſed a Deſire and En- 
deavour in both Houſes of Parliament, to re- 
lieve the Diſſenters from the many Inconve- 
niencies they lay under, by ſeveral Laws a- 
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(4) 
gainſt them, more eſpecially as by their Zeal 
and Self-denial, to ſecure the Church eſtabliſh- 
ed from the Danger of Popery, they had ex- 
poſed themſelves to the Reſentment of a Po- 
piſh Court. 

The Writers on the Side of the Diſſenters 
make uſe of this Obſervation, to ſhew that it 
is not unreaſonable in them, to pray to be re- 
ſtored to their Birth-righr, and which Birth- 
right they waved to purchaſe the Safety of 
the Church, and which was allowed by the 
Church in that Time, an Act of Merit, that 
deſerved all Favour and Friendſhip, inſtead 
of Reproach and Incapacity ; that therefore 
they might hope there would be a proper Time, 
when the Gratitude and Honour of the Church 
would reſtore to the Diſſenters again, what the 
Zeal and Firmneſs of the Diſſenters had ſa- 
crificed to the Safety of the Church in the Day 
of her Diſtreſs : the Diſſenters therefore could 
not but think it more than unkind, to be told, 
that 0 Time could be proper to reſtore them 
ro thoſe very Rights, they voluntarily part- 
cd with for the Security of the Church cſtabliſh- 
ed; and when they had ſo ſolemn Profeſſions 
of a Deſire and Endeavour to ſhew them all 
Kindneſs, which were carried into Attempts of 
both Houſes of Parliament to give the Diſſenters 
Relief. The late Hiſtory of the Teſt AF, en- 
deavours greatly ro weaken the Force of this 
Argument, which otherwiſe might have its 
Weight, with Men of Gratitude and 1 
| 0 
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(5) 
The Author ſuppoſes, that as theſe Facts 
are connected, and applied by late Writers, 
they miſlead Readers. into a Belief of what is 
very untrue, i. e. that it was the continued 
Delire and Endeavour in both Houſes of Par- 
liament from the Time of paſſing the Feſt 
Ac, to relieve the Diſſenters from the Incon- 
veniencies of it: Yer no one of thoſe At- 


 tempts had any Relation to the Teſt Act, nor 


any Deſign to exempt them from the Diſabilt- 
ties of it, in order to make them capable of 


| Offices in the State. 


Our Hiſtorian ſeems to lay great Weight 
on the Obſervation, If, he ſays, theſe Attempts 
in their (the Diſfſenter's) Favonr between the 
paſſing the Teſi Act and the Revolution, were 
deſigned to relieve, them againſt that Act, it is 
an Argument that the Lords and Commons of 
thoſe Days judged it a Thing fit and reaſona- 
ble to be done; but if in that Period the great 
Buſineſs of the two Houſes was to procure 
them an Exemption from the penal Laws, and 
if, notwithſtanding that viſible Concern for the 
Diſſenters, and thoſe Teſtimonies of Zeal for 
their Service, neither Houſe did once attempt to 
relieve them, in the Point of the Teſt Att, the 
Argument will be, that neither Houſe thought 
it 2 and reaſonable to be done; this will ſhew 
that both Houſes put a juſt Diſtinction between 
the relieving of Conſcience, and the entitling to 
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(6) 
Power, the ſame Diſtinction that was after- 
wards made, in framing the Act of Tolerati- 
on, which gives Relief to Conſcience, but ex- 
preſsly debars from temporal Power. 797 
In this Account of the Teſt Act, there 
are I think ſeveral Miſtakes, and which may 
miſtead Readers into a Belief of what, as 
apprehend, is not true, that both Houſes put 
= juſt Diſtin&ion by the Teſt Act between the 
relieving of Conſcience, and the entitling to 
Power, and that, not attempting to relieye 
the Diſſenters in the Point of the Teſt Act, 
Then, in the Period between the Teſt Act and 
the Revolution, is an Argument that neither 
Houſe thought it fit and reaſonable to be done 
at all, or at any Time whatſoever. e 
The Diffenters have argued, from the viſible 
Concern of both Houſes for them, and Teſ- 
timonies of Zeal for their Service, that they 
might hope for Attempts to relieve them in the 
i Point of the Teſt Act, whenever it ſhould be 
a proper Time, and could be done conſiſtent 
| with the Security of the eſtabliſhed Church 
againſt Popery; for as this was the ſole Rea- 
| ſon of bringing it upon the Diſſenters, Perfons 
| . Who expreſs'd a viſible Concern for the Diſ- 
| ſenters, and gave Teſtimonies of Zeal for their 
Ef Service, could hardly be ſuppoſed to mean, 
| that when this ſole Reaſon of Security againſt 
BC Popeiy ſhould ceaſe, they would yet continue 
by it, for another Reaſon, upon the Difſenfers 
themſelves, as their proper Reproach and Pu- 
N niſhmene ; 
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niſhment: Uncommon Expreſſions of Zeal 


for any one's Service, or a Concern, for them, 


This Argument which the Diſſenters have 
er 
Time, to relieye them againſt the Teſt Act, is 
ſo far from being weakened, by no Attempr, 
in either Houſe to relieve the Diſſenters a- 
gainſt it, during the Danger from the Popiſh 


Courts of Charles and James 119, that it gives 
it much greater Weight; ir ſhews the Con- 


ſtancy and Firmneſs of the Diſſenters for a 
long Time, and under great Sufferings, as well 
as great Court Temptations, in theit Zeal and 
Self: denial for the Security of the eſtabliſhed 
Church againſt Popery, and very much in- 
creaſes the Obligation, in Gratitude and Ho- 
nour. At that time it was the Merit of the 
Diſſenters, not to deſire their immediate Re- 
lief, nor to fall into any Mealures offered to ob- 
tain it, at ſuch a Time, when as our Hiſtorian 


obſerves, King James wanted nothing but the 


Repeal of that Ad to accompliſh his Deſigns; 
but is it therefore an Argument that becauſe nei- 
ther Houle attempted to relieve the Diſſen- 


ters from this Act then, that they thought it 
never fit and reaſonable to be done, when this 


Care to preſerve the Teſt Act, by the Con- 


currence and with the Aſſiſtance of the Diſ- 


ſenters, was plainly to ſave the eſtabliſhed 


Church from imminent Danger of Ruin it ſelf 


from Popery 2 Will it ſhew, as our Hiſtorian 
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on by it, between the relieving of Conſcience; 


and the entitling to Power ? No certainly, 


They had their own Safety, by the Diſſenters 
Aſfiſtance in view, not an Intention to make 
Diſtinctions that were like to perpetuate Dif- 
ferences between them. They were for unit- 
ing the Proteſtant Intereſt againſt the well 
known Arts of Popery to divide it, not by 


further Diſtinctions, more to divide and weak- 


en it. 
The Hiſtory of the Teſt Act however en: 


deavours to ſhew by four Quotations from 


ſome Writers on the Diſſenters Side, that they 


give this as part of their Argument, that the 
Bills brought into Parliament in favour of the 
Proteſtant Diſſenters, was for a Repeal of the 
Teſt Act as to them. Which ſuppoſed Miſ- 
take of theirs, he endeavours to rectify, by 
ſhewing they were not for Repeal of the Teſt 
Act, but for other Eaſe and Relief. 

Nov not one of thoſe Writers ſay, thoſe 
Bills were for Repeal of the Teſt Act, but on- 
ly in general for Eaſe of his Majeſty's Sub. 
jefts,—to exempt them from certain Penalties. 
for the Relief of the Proteſtant Diſſenters, 
without ſaying in particular, what Eaſe and 
Relicf was intended for them ; nor did their 
Argument any ways determine their Meaning, 


to a Repeal of the Teſt Act; and their Argu- 
ment is full as ſtrong as the Hiſtory has ſtaged 


the Facts of thoſe Bills, as if they had really 
meant what the Hiſtory ſuppoſes them to 
 - mean 
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mean without ſufficient Warrant from their 
own Expreſſions. 
But whatever one or other of thoſe Wri- 
ters might think, as to the particular Relief 
deſigned by thoſe Bills, our Hiſtorian's Infe- 
rence from his own State of the Facts, is by 
no means well grounded, That the Parliament 
in thoſe Reigns did not think a Repeal of the 
Teſt Act fit, or reaſonable at any time, as it 
put a juſt Diſtinction between the relieving of 
Conſcience, and the entitling to Power. 
An impartial Repreſentation of the true 
Hiſtory of that Act, will I think ſhew the 


N 
. Argument very different, and that the Parlia- 
. ments of thoſe Reigns, tho' they did not 
1 think it then a proper Time, to relieve the 
5 Proteſtant Diſſenters from the Teſt Act, yet 
y they gave them all Reaſon to believe, they 
2 hoped there would be a proper Time, when 

it might be in their Power to relieve them; 
0 and then, they might in Juſtice and Honour 
50 expect it from them. | 1 
þ. We have a very fair Repreſentation of the | 
. true Reaſon of making the Teſt Act, by a Per- | 
s, ſon very knowing in the Affairs of thoſe 8 
d Times, and vouched from the Biſhop's Bench 'F 
ir in the Houſe of Lords, when many of thar 1 
g. moſt honourable Aſſembly muſt be acquainted - | 
U. with the Truth of the Facts for which he | 
4 vouched. | q 
ly i 
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(10) | 
« * It was repreſented to the 25 their In- 
« tereſt to make uſe of all the Provocations 
the Diſſenters might meet with, and to 
« offer their Aſſiſtance to them, in order to 
« the engaging them to petition for a gene- 
ce ral Toleration, yet they could never be 
« brought to it, when the Declaration for a ge- 
« neral Toleration in 72 was queſtioned in Par- 
« liament which brought on the Act of the 
« Teſt. The Lord Clifford got ſome to move 
« in Favour of the Diſſenters, hoping that 
«* would have provoked either one {ide or the 
© other, and that either the Church Party 
might be offended with the Motion, or 
the Diſſenters with the refuſing it; this 
was ſtopt by Alderman Love, who deſired, 
though his own Perſuation was well known, 
chat nothing with relation to them might 
intervene to {top the Security, that the 
Nation, and the Proteſtant Religion might 
« have by that Act. In this he was ſeeonded 
* by moſt of that Party, fo that the Act was 
obtained in ſome meaſure by their Aſſiſtance, 
« and therefore it would be hard to turn it 
* againſt them.” This wrought ſo much on 
that Houſe that was ſo zealous for the 
Church, that they brought in a Bill for the 
« Eaſe of Proteſtant Diſſenters. 
* After this, in the End of King Charless 
© Reign, as the Biſhop further obſerves, a new 
* Proſecution of the Diſſenters was ſet on 


* Biſhop Salisbury Speech 1703. 


N 


La) 


cc 
cc 
cc 
cc 
cc 
cc 


« Foot, 


ot, 


(2X) 

« Foot, and even then, when the Severities 
« againſt them were very hard, they were ſo- 
« licited by the Agents of the Court, to pe- 
« tition for a general Toleration, but they 
“could nor be prevailed on. 

Alfter this, in the Reign of King James IId, 
when the Court preſſed the Repeal of the 
Teſt and penal Laws, the Reafons for taking 
them oft had great Advantages with the Diſ- 
ſenters, not only from the Fitneſs and Reaſon- 
ableneſs of the Repeal in itſelf, but alſo from 


the very ſenſible Feeling they had of the Smart 
of them. | 


In this critical Time, they continued ſtea- 
dy and firm to the Intereſts of the Nation, 


and Proteſtant Religion : this they did gene- 
rally, for though ſome few fell in with the 
Court Meaſures, they were much fewer both 
in Number and Quality, than thoſe of the 


Church eſtabliſhed, of whom were many of 


the Clergy, and even ſome of the higheſt 
Order it (elf. 


How this Service of the Diſſenters to the 
Church at that time, was acknowledged by 


it, what Promiſes were made, and what En- 
gagements given, and in what ſolemn manner, 
the Hiſtory of thoſe times will plainly ſhew. 
We have an Account of this from a Per- 
ſon principally concerned in the Affairs of that 
Time, and through whoſe Hands they paſſed. 
« In the Reign of King James, ſays Biſhop 


“ Burnet, thoſe of the Church who ſaw the 


B 2 0 Papilts 


= 
— — — * — — 


7 
ä — 


1 — 
. — 5 — — 
—— — a — * * 7 * 
8 — ; 


— ä ts eli 
— - —_ 


2 ²˙ N < — 


6 
ky Papiſts dr awing in the Diſſenters, to con- 
cur with them in their Deſigus againſt the 
Church, that is in repealing the Teſt and 
penal Laws, applied to the then Prince of 
Orange, deſiring him to make uſe of his 
Intereſt in them, for diverting them from 
that; and in thoſe Letters, which are yet 
extant, Aſſurances were given, that the 
Church was then in ſuch a Temper, ſo 
well convinced of former Errors, that if 
* ever ſhe got out of that Diſtreſs, all thoſe 
Differences would be certainly made up. 
The Prince of Orange, by Mr. Dickvelt, 
uſed his Intereſt, and gave theſe Aſſurances 
accordingly, and became a Guarantee for 
them, as was alſo expreſsly offered on his 
Part, to King James, in Mr. Fagel's Letter. 

The Nature of theſe Promiſes, and Aſſur- 
ances then given the Diſſenters, was publiſh'd 
to the World by a great Hand. lt is not to 
ebe doubred, but though ſome weaker Men 
“ of the Clergy may ſtill retain their little 
© peeviſh Animoſities againſt the Diſſenters, 
yet the wiſer and more ſerious Heads of that 
great and worthy Body, ſee now their Er- 
ror ; they ſee who drove them on in it, till 
© they hoped to have ruined them by it, and 
<« I will boldly fay this, that if the Church 
e of England, after ſhe has got out of this 
& Storm, will return to hearken to the Pee. 
* viſhneſs of ſome ſour Men, ſhe will be a. 

® Tricnnial Viſitation. Biſhop Kennet's Hiſt. 591. 
1 « bandoned 
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(13) 
© bandoned both by God and Man, and will 
c ſet both Heaven and Earth againſt her. So 
that all Conſiderations concur to make us 
« conclude, that there is no danger of our 
* ſplitting a ſecond Time on the ſame Rock. 
« And indeed if any Arguments were want» 
« ing to compleat the Certainty of this Point, 
« the wiſe and generous Behaviour of the 
e main Body of the Diſſenters, in this pre- 
« ſent Juncture, have given them ſo juſt a Ti- 


« tle to our Friendſhip, that we muſt reſolve 


« to (et all the World againſt us, if we can 
« ever forget it, and if we do not make them 
« all the Return of Eaſe and Favour, when it 
« js in our Power to do it. ” 

Soon after theſe Promiſes and Aſſurances, 
the Revolution delivered the Church out of 
her Diſtreſs, and it was in her Power to 
make this Return of Eaſe, to the Diſſenters ; 


and their common Deliverer, King William, 


mom whoſe Hands theſe Aſſurances had 
paſſed, put them in mind of this Eaſe in par- 
ticular, from the Throne: As I doubt not 


« you will ſufficiently provide againſt Papiſts, 


ce ſo J hope you will leave room for the Ad- 
c miſſion of all Proteſtants, that are able and 


c willing to ſerve.” Theſe are the true 


Facts, and impartial Hiſtory of the Teſt Act, 
and plainly ſhew that the Teſt Act was not 


brought in as a Security to the Church, _ 


the Diſſenters ; that it was eſteemed a wile and 
generous Behaviour in the Diſſenters, that 
ns gave 
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614) 
gave them a juſt Title to the Friendſhip of the 
Church, and all Returns of Eaſe and Favour; 
that this Intention of Eaſe and Favour to the 
Diſſenters, was not meant to give them Eaſe, 
by taking away this Security againſt Popery 
during the great and preſſing Danger of Po- 
pery from the Time of the Teſt At ro the 
Revolution ; but when ſhe ſhould ger out of 
her Diſtreſs, and when it ſhould be in her 
Power to do it. That at the Revolution, the 
Church did get out of that Diſtreſs, and it 
was in her Power to make this Return of Eaſe 
to the Diſſenters for all their Firmneſs and 
Sclf-denial. _ 

That King William then thought it was 
very fit and reaſonable to be done, and the 
Diſſenters could reaſonably expect no leſs than 
this Eaſe, from the Gratitude and Honour of 
the Church. 

It ſeems ſomewhat ſtrange therefore that 
our Hiſtorian ſhould repreſent it as the © * real 
* Judgment of King William and Queen Ma- 
* ry, that the ſacramental Teſt ought not to 
be repeal'd, conſider'd in itfelf, and abſtrac- 
ted from the Apprehenſion of imminent 
« Danger to the State, as appears by Pen- 
ſionary Fagel's Letter; for could the Re- 
peal of the Teſt at the Time Penſionary Fa- 
gel writ his Letter, be poſſibly conſidered, 
abſtracted from the Apprehenſion of immi- 
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nent | 


1 
nent Danger, to the State, when the Church 
and Nation never were in ſo imminent Dan- 
ger, that our Hiſtorian obſerves King James 
Wanted nothing but the Repeal of that Act, to 
accompliſh his Deſigns ? 

The Prince's Aeerfion to an Abrogation of 
the Teſt, in ſuch a Juncture, ſure can never 
ſhew his real Judgment, in this Matter of the 
ſacramental Teſt, conſidered in itſelf and ab- 
ſtrated from the Apprehenſion of imminent 
Danger to the State. 

Nor indeed does Penſionary Fagel repreſent 
the real Judgment of the Prince, as many will be 
apt to underſtand it from our Hiſtorian' s Repre- 
ſentation of it; the Prince does not ſay there 
is ſuch an Excluſion by the Laws of all Chriſ- 
tian States, as our ſacramental Teſt, or that there 
is any Excluſion at all by Law in all Chriſ- 
tian States. Nor were there ſuch Laws in 
Holland, the Prince's own Country, nor has 
any Writer on that Side ever been able to 
produce any, tho' they have been often call'd 
for, as the only proper Evidence in ſuch a 
Point of Fa&t. The Prince (peaks of Exclu- 
ſion by Cuſtom as well as Law, which are very 
different Things. 

Therefore though by Cſſtom of a Majori- 
ty ſtrong on one ſide, the Arminians ſhould 
not be actually Sharers with the Calviniſts in 
the Promotions of the State, yet they might 
be fo, any Law to the contrary notwithſtand- 
ing. In this Senſe the Prince advances no 
Aſſertion, 


EC. 

Aſſertion, in which he could be convicted of 
 Falſhood, by the Conſtitution of his own 
1 Country; but the Conſtitution of his own 
1 Country would not have allowed him to ſay, 
as they were not Sharers by Cuſtom in the 
Promotions of the State, ſo they were expreſs 


| 
| ly excluded by Law. 
| 
| 
| 


Our Hiſtorian is not, he ſays, knowing e- 
nough in the Laws of Scotland to ſay in every 
particulur how it is there. Sure a Gentleman 
| lo well verſed in the Hiſtory, Laws and Par- 
" liamentary Affairs of South Britain, cannot 
be ſo great a Stranger to the Laws and Cuſ- 
toms of North Britain, as not to know, how- 
ever, there is no Teſt of Security ro rhe 
N Church of Scotland for any Promotions of 
| State, any Office Civil or Military there. 
Yet our Hiſtorian does know that the Lay 
ELDERS of every Pariſh are to ſubſcribe a 
J Declaration, That they will never endea- 
. « your directly nor indirectly the Prejudice or | 
| © Subverſion of the Presbyterian Government.“ | 
This Hiſtorian, I preſume, alſo knows, that | 
the Lay ELDERS of every Pariſh, are in 
the Presbyterian Government SPIRITUAL | 
PERSONS and ECCLESIASTICAL GO- 
VERNORS who have Seſſion and Vote in 7 
all their Judicatories, equally with the Miniſters - 
l 
b 


4 


— i * e 1 * 
EP e 


lf themſelves. I am ſure he muſt know, that 
| the Qualification of Church Offices, is no 
| Preſident in a Queſtion, which ſolely relates 
| tothe Civil Offices and Promotions of the State. 
. 5 He 


He ſays, in the Interval between the Teſt 

Act and the Revolution, an Læpedient of ano- 

ther kind was thoug ht of, i. e. to bring them over 

to the eſtabliſhed Church, by one Bill in 1673, 

and by another in 1680. And to be (ure that 

was a right Expedient, and would have been 

the moſt effectual of any other. But what 

were thoſe Bills, and how came they to miſ- 

carry? As the Matter is hiſtorical, it will be 

ſome Enr=rtainment to the curious Reader to 

ſee a diſtin&t Account of them in one View. 

In 1673 a Bill was prepared by ſome great 

Men of the Houſe of Commons for the Eaſe 

of his Majeſty's Proteſtant Subjects, and tak- 

; ing off Oaths, Subſcriptions, and Declarations, 
f except the Oaths of Allegiance and Suprema- 
cy, and Subſcription ro the Dotirine of the 

7 Church of England according to 1; of Elis. 
a This was by the ſame Parliament who paſſed 
- the Act of Uniformity in 62. And when 
r that was diſcountenanced by Biſhop Morley, 
he pretended to encourage another Act in the 
t Room of it, To take off Aſſent and Conſent, 


n and renouncing the Covenant, tho he after- 
1 wards told the other Biſhops, who were againſt 
— it, openly in the Houſe, That i it had been 
n to abate them a Ceremony, he would not have 


s Holen in it, but he knew they were bound to 
at he ſame Things ſtill, by other Clauſes and Ob- 
10 ligations, if they were repealed: F Which was 
Co © Pag.-17. + Baxt. Life. | 
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worthy the Simplicity and Lenity of a Chriſ- 
tian Biſhop ! . | - 

In 1680, ſoon after the Popiſh Plot, a Bill 
for Comprehenſion and Indulgence was twice 
read in the Houſe of Commons, which made 
great Allowances to them in ſeveral Points of 
Scruple, and exempred them from the Penal- 
ties of 23 and 28 of Elis, and declared, 
Thar no former Laws againſt Popiſh Recu- 
ſants, ſhould extend to Proteſtant Diſſenters, 
upon making a Declaration which was then 
to be prepared. When they found that would 
not go, they prepared another, For exempting 
his Majeſty's Proteſtant Subjects, diſſenting from 
Þ . The Church of England, from the Penalties 
1 impoſed upon the Papiſts by the Act of 25 of 
| Eliz. And this was the Bill which paſſed both 
| Houſes, and was loſt when it ſhould have had 
" the Royal Aſſent; and upon the Occaſion of 
which the Houſe came to two brisk Reſoluti- 
ons, nemine contradicente, before they were 
prorogued ; That tis the Opinion of the Houſe 
i} that the Alis made in the Reign of Queen 
bl Eliz. and King James, againſt Popiſh Recu- 
[! ſants, onght not to be extended to Proteſtant 
i} Diſſenters. And tis the Opinion of this 

Houſe, that the Proſecution of Profeſtant Di/- 
ſenters upon the penal Laws, is at this time 
grievous to the Subject, a weakening of the 
Proteſtant Intereſ?, an Encouragement to Ho- 
Per), and dangerous to the Peace of the King- 


dom. 
. There 
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There were ſeveral other more private At- 
tempts made for Accommodation throughout 
that Reign. In the Year 1668 the Lord Keeper 
Bridgman made a Propoſal for Comprehenſiun 
and Toleration, and Dr. Manton and Mr. Bax- 
ter met with Dr. Wilkins and Mr. Burton, and 
agreed upon Terms, which were formed into 
a Bill by Sit Matthew Hale; but the High 
Church Party, under the Influence of Biſhop 
Ward, procured a Vote to prevent any ſuch 


Act being brought into the Houſe. 


In 1673 at the Motion of the Earl of Orre- 
ry, and with the Encouragement of Sir T ho- 
mas Osborne Lord Treaſurer, and Biſhop Mor- 
ley, Mr. Baxter was deſired to draw up Terms 
of Union, between the Conformiſts and the 
Nonconformiſts; bur Biſhop Morley's Strictures 
upon them ſhewed that his Profeſſions for 


Abatements were not ſincere. 


In. the Year 1674, when the Danger of 
Popery appeared threatning, Biſhop Morley 
and Ward pretended to be for Abatements, 
and to comprehend 'the Nonconformiſts ; and 
Dr. Stilling fleet and Dr. Tillotſon met Dr. 
Manton, Dr. Bates, Mr. Pool, Mr. Baxter, 


and canvaſſed ſeveral Draughts, and fixed in 
one in which they all agreed; but when it 
was communicated to the other Biſhops, it was 


thought fit to be dropped. 

In the Year 1687, when the Church was in 
the greateſt Extremity, an Attempt was ſet on 
Foot by Archbiſhop Sancroft, and the other 
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Biſhops who ſuffered with him. The Scheme 
was laid out, the ſeveral Parts communicated 
to ſeveral principal Men among the Clergy, to 
enforce the Diſcipline, review the Liturgy, 
correct and add to it, and leave ſome Cere- 
monies indifferent *. | | 
In 1689, immediately after the Revolution, 
a Commiſſion was iſſued out to thirty Divines, 
ten of which were Biſhops, and rhe reſt the 
principal Clergy of the Church of England, 
to prepare ſuch Alterations in the Liturgy, 
Canons, and Eccleſiaſtical Courts, as were moſt 
conducive to the Edification and Union of the 
Church, in order to lay them before the Con- 
vocation. And tho' they were ſoon deſerted 
by Dr. Fane and Dr. Aldrich, the reſt agreed 
in ſuch Alterations and Amendments, as with 
the Allowance in point of Orders of the 13 
of Eliz. would in all probability have brought 
in tus thirds of the Diſſenters in England. 
The King ſent a gracious Meſſage to the Con- 
vocation by the Earl of Nottingham, to con- 
ſider calmly and impartially the Things pro- 
Ppoled to them; bur it all ended in a trifling 
Squabble between the two Houſes of Conyo- 
cation about the Form of addrefling the King. 
It appeared plainly, ſays Biſhop Burnet, in 
many viſible a that our Wounds were 


e * Biſhop of Lincoln's Speech in the Houſe of Lords upon 
Dr. Sacheverel 's Tryal. = 
f Calamy's Abridgment, 448. 
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700 nder to be handled or healed &; and fo it 
was thought fit to ler the Matter ſleep. And 
thus the faireſt Opportunity was loſt which had 
ever offered ſince the Reſtoration, and in Cir- 


cumſtances of greateſt Eaſe, Advancage and 
Honour to the Church. 


From this Deduction it plainly appears, 
That the Sarramental Teſt was not originally 


deſigned againſt Proteſtant Diſſenters, but 


Papiſts, and was unreaſonably made to extend 
to them who concurred in making it for com- 
mon Security at that time, tho with Promiſes 
of Relief. That there were Deſigns for Ac- 
commodation and Comprehenſion, as well as re- 
moving Penalties, Mach in Parliament and 
more private Tranſactions all along: That 
whenſoever the Government and the Church 
appeared to be in Danger from the Papiſts, 
the Parliament and Biſhops ſer on foot a De- 
ſign for Eaſe and Bip to Proteſtant Diſ- 
enters, and for Accommodation, 5 that as 
neceſſary to unite his Majeſty's Proteſtant Sub- 
jects, and ſtrengihen 2 Proteſtant Intereſt 
That the greateſt and wiſelt Men who ever 
were in the Church, were always the beſt 
diſpoſed to ir, and could eaſily agree upon the 


neceſſary Terms of it; and that tho it al- 
ways miſcarried on the Church Side, yet it 


was continually renewed from the Reſtoration 
to the Revolution. But what Attempt has 


* Reflections on the Rights of an Engliſh Convocation. 
| been 
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been ever thought of ſince 2 1 ſuppoſe when 


there is no viſible Danger, no Accommodation 
is neceſſary. 

* But the Caſe, it 8 is alacad " "a 
for the Difference now. is not about Govern- 
ment and Worſhip, but about Doctrinal Points, 
and Subſcriptions, and the Eſtabliſhment of a 
national Church by the Civil Authority; which, 
he ſays, raiſes new Obſtructions, renders all At- 
tempts impracticable, and puts an End to all 
Ex pedients for Union with the eſtabliſhed 
Church, Tis pity it ſhould put an End to 
them before ever they are begun ; or that it 
ſhould be thought impracticable e without being 
ever once attempted. One would think this 
Author were afraid of Expedients, and glad 
to catch at any new Pretence of Difficulty 
in the Way. I can't eaſily imagine which 
Way the Diſſenters have given them to under- 
ſtand this; they have made no ſuch Declarati- 
on that 1 know of, except their being unwil- 
ling to ſubmit to Impoſitions among them- 
ſelves can be conſtrued to ſuch a Senſe. Per- 
haps I have fome Reaſon to think that the Hiſ- 
tor ian himſelf does not believe all the Doctrines 
of the Church, any more than ſome Diſſen- 
ters, and in ſome capital Points too; and that 
more among the Diſſenters believe the doctri- 


nal Articles, than among the preſent Clergy 


of England ; and many among them ſubmit 
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to Subſcription and Eſtabliſhments who wiſh 


| heartily ſome Alteration in both, and would 


be greatly gratify'd by it, as well as the Dil- 


ſenters. Does he know none in the preſent 
Church who would nor ſubſcribe to them, as 


they now ſtand, over again? 

But what is this but Amuſement, and lead- 
ing aſide from the Subject of the Debate? 
We are talking of the Sacramental Teſt as a 
Qualification for Civil Offices, and ſerving the 
Government, and he ſpeaks of Qualifications 
for Church Conformity. He ſeems indeed 
ſo full of Care for the Church, as to be a lit- 
tle defective in his Zeal for the State; and 
ſo much concerned about Church Rights as 
to neglect a due Regard to the Welfare of 
the Government, and the common Rights of 
Subjects. 5 

That King Fames's * Declaration had rela- 
tion to Places and Imployments under the 
Government, and not only to penal Laws and 
publick Worſhip, appears from the expreſs 
Words of the Declaration, and the Uſe he 
made of it. And for as much as we are de- 


ſirous to have the Benefit of the Service of all 


our loving Subjects, which by the Law of Na- 
ture is inſeparably annexed to, and inherent in 
our Royal Perſon; and that none of our Subjects 
may for the future be under any Diſcourage- 
ment or Diſability, by reaſon of ſome Oaths or 


® Pag. 19. 


Teſts, 


( 


Teſts, We do hereby declare, that tis our roy. 
al Will and Pleaſure, that the Oath common) 
called the Oath of Allegiance and Supremacy, 
and all the ſeveral Teſts and Declarations in 25 
and 30 Tears of the Reign of our late Royal 
Brother, ſhall not at any time hereafter be 
required to be taken, declared, or ſubſtribed, 
by any Perſon whatſoever, who 1s, or ſhall be 
employed, in any Office or Place of Truſt, ei- 
ther Civil or Military, under Us and our Go- 
vernment. Again, Is ſuch a Security We de- 


fire, without the Burden of Oaths and Teſts, 


which have been unhappily made by ſome Go- 
vernments, but could never ſupport any: Nox 
ſhould Men be advanced by ſuch means to Of. 
fices and Imployments, which ought to be the 
Reward of Service, Fidelity and Merit. We 
conclude, that not only good Chriſtians will join 
in this, but whoſoever is concerned for the 
Increaſè of the Wealth and Power of the Nation. 

And this was the Uſe he actually made of 
the Declaration, and the great Deſign of ir, 


as appeared by employing both Papiſts and 


Diſſenters, in Poſts in the Army, and in moſt 
Corporations in England. It was upon reful- 
ing to read this Declaration, and with relation 
to it, that the Biſhops in their famous Peti- 
tion, profeſſed Tewdornef to the Diſſenters, 
and Willingneſs to come to temper when Matters 


ſhould be conſidered and ſettled in Parligment 


and Convocation. It was not the Matter of 

the Declaration that was excepted to, either 
* 

as 


„ 
is it related to Liberty of Conſcience, or civil 
Employments, but the illegal diſpenſing Power 
upon which it was founded. Why then is 
it confined only to relief of tender Conſciena 
ces in Points of religious Worſhip ? And if the 
Biſhops deſigned to open the way to civil 
Offices by bringing them into the Eſtabliſhed 
Church, it was by removing their Difficulties 
out of the way; and that will bring them in 
at any time, and he may begin the Experi- 
ment as ſoon as he pleaſes. | = 

Thus far the Teſt has been conſideted 
as an excluſive Law, now tis to be conſidered 
as Sacramental. He obſerves*, That *tis older 
than the Reign of King Charles the Second, 
and runs up as high as the third of James 
the Firſt. Be it ſo: Who ever pretended it 
did not? But is it at all the better for that, 
or will that mend the matter? Nor will it 
at all follow, That it was not therefore ſuch 
ar: abominable Thing, or horrid Iniquity, be- 
cauſe it continued thro' ſix ſucceſſive Neigns; 
for then the Act de Heretico comburendo, then 
the Penal Laws againſt Recuſants, - which 
were attempted to be repealed all through 
King Charles II's Reign, and which were ac- 
tually repealed at the Revolution, were not 
evil, for they continued much longer. 

Suppoſe the Legiſlature had other Thoughts 
of it, will that alter the Nature of things, or 
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make it right. For Example, ſuppoſe they 
thought it fit that choſe who have Employ- 
ments ſhould give a publick Teſtimony of their 
being Chriſtians. Can't that be ſufficiently 
done without the Teſt Act, and was it not 


done ſufficiently before? And how is that ne- 


ceſſary to this purpoſe, When Men may be 
very fit to be employed in civil Places, Who 
are not ſo good Chriſtians as they ſhould be; 
and 'tis plain in innumerable Inſtances, that 
this is no Evidence of it at all > Or that from 
the earlieſt times of Chriſtianity the Commu- 
nion has been thought the moſt proper Proof, 
when it was never thought of as a Teſt for 
Places in any early times of Chriſtianity? Or 
that for the ſake of Peace and Order, and 


mutual ſupport of Church and State, they 


ſhould conform to the War ſhip eſtabliſhed by the 
State? How comes it to pals than that it was 
never found neceſſary, or thought expedient 


by any State but our own? Or that Rules 
and Laws are not therefore bad in themſelves, 


and to be laid aſide, becauſe bad Men abuſe 
them and make them an occaſion of Sin, which 
would affect Oaths as well as the Sarrawent ? 


But if they are made without ſufficient War- 
rant, and applied to Purpoles never deſigned 


by them, and are found by long Experience 


to be the immediate Occaſion of a general 


Abuſe, and moſt notorious Sin, and which 
would not be committed but for ſuch Laws; 


is that no juſt Prejudice againſt them? Is not 


Incon- 
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jnconvenience and Miſchief, tho? not foreſeen 


and deſigned, but found by Experience, and 


ariing from Abuſe of the Law, reckoned a 
good reaſon for alteting or removing it, al- 
molt every Seſſions? Whereas an Oath is a 

natural Security, and purpoſely deſigned as a 
Pledge of Fidelity and good Behaviour in civil 
Affairs. 

The Caſe of a private Family and the 
Chriſtian Church are quite againſt him, for 
Chriſt is the Head of the Family here, and his 
Orders only are to be obſerved in it., Tis 
an officious intermeddling in another's Fa- 
mily, to make diſqualifying Laws and Orders 
which he never made; or to uſe his Orders 
for other Purpoſes than he ever intended ; 
and is a manifeſt Impeachment of his Wiſdom 
and Care of it. And tho' the Law does not 
make Men Hypocrites or Wicked, yet when 
we find in Fact, in ſo many notorious Inſtan- 
ces every where, that Men don't prepare them- 
ſeves, or take the Warning the Church gives 
them, and there is no Proviſion made to re- 
ſtrain the moſt ſcandalous, it is the Occaſion 
of their Hypocriſy and Mictedneſs, and ought 
to be removed our of the way, as every 
ktown Occaſion of Sin ought to be. Men 
ought to be left to act with Freedom and 
Conviction of Mind in matters of Religion, 
and not by force of Human Laws, or the 
Aws of temporal Intereſt. Nor does this 
Method ſecure religious Men to the 9 
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Men readily qualify themſelves, when only 
the Conſcientious ſcruple and refuſe it, which 
is the Caſe of many ſober Churchmen, as 
well as of Diſſenters. | 

He obſerves *, That the Diſſenters for- 
merly ſeemed to acquieſce in the Force of theſe 
Reaſonings: But how does that appear? Why 
otherwiſe, he ſays, no Account can be given 
of ſeveral things, for which I think a good 
Account can be eaſily given; as the Endea- 


pours uſed to receive the Sacrament in their 


own Congregations, for a Qualification in Ring 
Williams Reign, and for Naturalization in 
King George's; when thoſe Endeavours were 
uſed not by themſelves, but by their Friends 


for them, and would neyer have been thought 


either deſirable or right. The Caſe of Na- 
turaligation related only to Foreigners. 
When he adds, Their Zeal to procure the 
Repeal of the Occaſional Conformity Bill, and 
their qualifqing Themſelves in ſuch Numbers 
for Places : Surely they might innocently and 
laudably deſire the Benefit of Occaſional Con- 


formity with the Miniſtry and Ordinances 


of the Church, according to their known 
Practice before the Teſt Act took place; upon 
the noble Principle cf Catholick Communion 
and Chriſtian Charity, which they only have 
the Honour to boaſt of, tho' they were, not 
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fatisfy'd with a total and conſtant Confor- 
mity. And they who qualify themſelves for 
Places, where . the Service of the Govern- 
ment requires it, and it has ſometimes ſtood 
in great need of it, may think it not unlau- 
ful, when yet they think it a great Grievance 
and Burden. Perhaps fewer will be found 
than ever to qualify themſelves, if ſuch un- 
reaſonable Incumbrance and Reſtraints ſhall 
be thought fit to be continued, and #0 iime 
ſhall be thought proper to remove them, and 
they may poſſibly be tempred to leave the 
Church to take care of the State, as well as 
of it (elf, As for their propoſing ſome other 
Pledge or Security r; ſuch a Proviſion was 
propoſed in Parliament in 1673. and has been 
found ſyfficient by long Experience in the 
cale of Members of Parliament. They are 
ready to ſubmit to any civil Teſt, or Secu- 
rity to the Government, which would be 
more proper and effectual, tho' perhaps there 
is the leaſt need of Security in their caſe, of 
any Subjects in the Kingdom. | 
The * Toleration has been enjoyed, with 
ſome Improvements, for ſeveral Years, with 
great Gratitude to the Government, and great 
Advantage to it, as has been more than once 
acknowledged by the Legiſlature, but not ſo 
unen vied, and unmoleſted, as he ſeems to think; 
for they have met with a great deal of Envy 
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and Moleſtation too, in the ill-Will which has 
been expreſt in many Writings, and the Riots 
in the laſt Years of the late Queen, and at 
the Time of the Preſton Rebellion. But this 
too relates to the Enjoying the Liberty of their 
Religion, which is no patt of the preſent De- 
bate, tho! artfully drawn in all along: That 
wholly relates to civil Rights, and Capacity 
of ſerving the Government and their Coun- 
try, without any Reſtraint upon the ſcore of 
their Religion. And tho' Power and Profit 
are no Remedies againſt Scruples of Conſci- 


, ence, yet they are natural Rights to every 


free born Subject, and which no one has a 


Right to deprive them of without Fault, or 


Forfeiture. Tis with an ill Grace that Men 
who are poſſeſſed of the greateſt Places, and 


graſping all Power in their Hands, upbraid 


others for only ſeeking their natural Share 
of it. 

He concludes & with various ſhort Obſer- 
vations, in anſwer to the Objection, That 
the . Diſſenters have no ill Intention to the 
eftabliſhed Church, and that their Numbers 
are too inconſiderable to hurt it, which I ſhall 
anſwer in ſhort Aphoriſms roo. | 

Their Judgment and Conſcience don't direct 
them to uſe unlateful means to introduce any 
different Form of Government in the eſta- 
bliſh'd Church, but forbid them to do it: Nor 


”. 5.309. 
hinder 


ler 


6 

hinder them from ſubmitting to the preſent 
Eſtabliſhment, upon reaſonable Canceſſiaus, 
which are neceſlary to the ſatisfaction of their 
Conſciences, and could do no real hurt to 
the Conſtitution, or Revenues of the Church. 
If Men out of Power are not competent 
Judges of their Aims and Intentians, when 
in Power, then none who are out of Power 
muſt ever be in Power; or they who are once 
in Power, muſt always continue in Power; 
for who knows how their Intentions may 
prove. If the Presbyterians and Independents 
once perſecyted, when in Power, ſo has the 
Church much oftner, and in much greater 
laſtances, and ſo is more miſtaken and more 
to blame, and leſs fit to be truſted with 
Power. But tis to be hoped they are all 
grown wiſer, by greater Light and further 
Experience. 5 

The Scots were invited into England to 
aſſiſt the Parliament againſt the Arbitrary 
Power of King Charles the Firſt's Reign, 
which was greatly countenanced and ſup- 
ported by ſome leading Churchmen of thoſe 
times, and became a common Grievance to 
both Kingdoms; but ſurely that is ſuffici- 
ently provided againſt on both ſides by the 
Act of Union, and there can be no Danger 
or Fear where the beſt Proviſion is made 
which can be made againſt it; and he may 
be ſure as good Proviſion en the Side of 


Scotland, as of England, tho he affects to be 
ignorant of it. | — 
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( 32) 

The Diſſenters never thought themſelves 
compleatly happy in the Toleration, or ever ap- 
peared to be ſo; for Room for Service was ap- 
prehended reaſonable and neceſſary by the Go- 
vernment, at the Revolution, and has been 
always thought ſo by themſelves, in In- 
ſtant of Time to this day. 

They propoſe to be ſerviceable to thei 
Prince, and not zroubleſome to him, by te- 
moving their Incapacity; nor are they diſpo- 
ſed to give him the ſame trouble with (ome 


who are always watching and ſolliciting high- 
er Preferments, and engroſſing all Power to 


themſelves: With what Juſtice does he got 
bout to prejudice his Majeſty againſt any Part 
of his faithful Subjects, upon meer Surmiſe 2 
If the preſent Diſſenters cannot anſwer far 
the Intentions of the next. Generation,” no more 
can the preſeut Church. If they ſhould not 
have the ſame good Intetitions, tis time enough 
for the next Generation to take care of them, 
and not fit to continue unreaſonable Hardſhips 
upon the preſent well affected Diſſenters, for 
fear their Poſterity ſhould not be fo well af. 
fected: And if they ſhould prove well affected 
too, and they, who are ſo themſelves; will be 


likely to diſpoſe their Children to be lo; then 


there will be Puniſhment without any Crime, 
either in themſelves or in their Poſterity. Muſt 
the Fathers boar the Iniquity of their Chil- 
dren, and ſuffer for them who are yet unborn, 


and who after all may haye no worle Intention 


„ | to 


ö ET -- 

to the Church than themſelves? Is this agree? 
able to the Rules of Equity and Jultice, to 
puniſh People, not for any Offence commit- 
ted, but by way of Anticipation, before they 
are committed, and when they may never be 
committed; and that not by their own Pets 


ſons only, but by their Poſterity too? 


I I don't know that the Diſſenters have ever 
repreſented themſelves formidable; for they 


are univerſally well affected to the Goverti- 


ment, and from whom it has nothing to fear, 
and may depend upon much faithful ſervices 
But they may reaſonably, and without Preſump- 
tion; reckon themſelves conſiderable enough, for . 
their- Number and Value, to deſerve a due 
Tenderneſs, and a juſt Right. 

The greater their Proportion and Influente 
is in Cities and Boroughs, i. e. in Places of the 
greateſt Trade and Conſequence to the G- 
vernment; the greater would the Strength 
and Security of the preſent Government be, 
if they were made capable of ſerving in them; 
ſuppoſing them Friends, and not Enemies, to 
the Government: And they ſhould therefore 
be left as free from Reſtraints upon their 
Power and Influence, as may be. 1 
If they are joined by any of the Enemies of 
the Eftabliſhed Church, by Infldels, &c. to ob- 
tain their natural Rights, and ſtrengthen the 
eivil Government, in which only they both 
agree; they are not to blame if they are de- 
nied the „ with whom they 
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( 34 ) 
more agree, and from whom they have mare 
reaſon to expect ir. They are not ſecki 
any hurt to the Eſtabliſhed Church; but the 
Removing the Obſtacles to their civil Lui. 
neſs: Nor do they defire any other Altera- 
tion of it, but what they apprehend would 
be to its greater Beauty and Strength, when- 
ſoever they are diſpoſed to attend to it. The 
Friends of the Church would not therefore be 
the aweakeſt People upon Earth; but would 
act like the die Men, it, inſtead of perpe- 
tually | blaming them for their conſcientious 
Diſſent, without ever attempting to remove 
the Cauſe of it, and weakening their Force 


and Influence; they enlarged their oπnm Bau- 


daries, and took in all ſaber Men within tlie 
-legal Pale. This would remove one ef the 


_ greateſt Grounds of Prejudice in the Minds 


of the Diſaffected to it; would render it more 
firm and compact within itſelf, and ſecure from 


danger without; and would beſt ſecure thè in- 


tereſt of the civil Government, and 3 
the common Foundation of the Whole. 
I leave it to be conſidered by che i Arth 


World, whether the vigordus Oppoſition 20 


Chriſtianity it ſelf by the Deiſis, which is 


2 true Danger of the Church in the pre- 
c 


nt Age, and wnere the Diſſenters have ap- 
peared to ſo much advantage in its Defence; 
is not as good a Reaſon to think of Acchamo- 
dation, as the Danger of :Papery. was formerly 
* to be? And whether they a& like 
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weak or wiſe Men, who inſtead of a negrer 
Union of the hearty Friends of Chriſtiqnity, 
keep up Dꝛrviſions among us, by human Ce- 
remonies and Impoſitions? And whether a juſt 

and generous Zeal for the Welfare of the 

Country and the Intereſt of Religion among 

us, would not diſpoſe to ſuch an Agreement, 
25 could do no poſſible hurt to either; but be 
a great Security to both. . 
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